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REMARKS 

This is a resubmission of the Supplemental Response filed with the Examiner 
on September 4, 2003. In that Supplemental Response, several of the amendments to the 
claims submitted in the Rule 116 Amendment filed June 25, 2003, inadvertently were not 
removed, although the claims in question correctly were listed as "previously amended " 
This oversight has been corrected in the current listing of claims such that the claims in 
question are listed as "previously amended" and such claims are devoid of any markings of 
addmon or deletion therefrom as discussed with the Examiner on September 1 1 , 2004. 

The Examiner is thanked for his telephone interview of September 4 2003 
As discussed during the interview. Applicants respectfully traverse the non-entry of the prior 
amendment and the determination that the application is not in condition for allowance. 

Applicants first note that contrary to the Advisory Action note 2, there is 
support in the specification for the claimed feature that the sweeper brush drive is operable to 
rotate the sweeper brush in a direction OPPOSITE to the surface movement of the castin* 
roll. TXvo embodiments are disclosed in the specification. First, a sweeper brush 23 movable 
through friction is disclosed as follows: "sweeper brush 23 ... is rotated in the opposite 
rotational (same peripheral) direction at the roll S urfac B at the region of its engagement with 
the roll surface, as indicated by the arrows 32, 33 in Figure 2." (P. 8, U. 3-9.) In this 
embodiment, as described and depicted in Figure 2. the surface movement of sweeper brush 
23 and casting roll 12 is the same. Second a sweeper brush movable by a drive unit is 
disclosed as follows: "fa the preferred embodiments a sweeper brush drive motor 48 is 
provided as shown in Figure 5, sweeper brush 23 can be positively driven . . . independent 
of me castings 12. ^g^y^M^^^^^^^^^ 
chrecuon as the surface of the rollU but at a different (higher or lower) speed" (P 8 II 20 



26.) 



So, in the first embodiment the sweeper brush moves in the opposite rotational 
but same peripheral direction, and in the second embodiment the sweeperbrush conversely 
moves in the same rotational but opposite peripheral direction. Having established the 
support for the opposite surface movement. Applicants refer the Examiner to the arguments 
in the prior amendment, which arguments distinguish over the references cited in the office 
action, as well as distinguish over JP '393 and '394. 

Turning to JP '393 and '394, Applicants again note that these two references 
were disclosed on page two of the application, as noted by the Examiner on page 5 of the 
Final Office Action dated May 5, 2003. Moreover, as discussed over the telephone, 
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29685-68773. A dupncate copy of this aaU.onza.ioa ft enclosed for *M purpose. 

Respectfully, 

BARNES & THORNBURG. 
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1 1 S. Meridian Street 
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